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ABSTRACT - . ^ ^ * 

Reported are findings from a survey of eight state „ 
education , agencies on the excess cost of educating handicap'ped 
children. Among findingT~pre0entiBd* are that no state surveyed has all 
dat a required for a d eta iled a nalyses of excess costs; few states 

Hijaintai"nea" IT^Ietailed accounting sysxear Tot syecidl education 

programs; few provided cost information on Institutionalized children 
under the care of other state agencies; and prevalence estimates of 
various handicapping conditions varied widely. Major ^types of 
problems ¥ith ^urVey data are summarized for each state. Provided are 
tabjles depicting the -costs ofospecial education (including salaries 
of teachers^ administrators, specialists and paraprofessionals) 
compared to the costs of regular 'education for each state. Emphasized 
is the need for a uniform data system for analysis of excess costs of 
educating handicapped children. Appended is a sample questionnaire 
submitted to the surveyed states. (CL) 
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FOREWORD 

The Select Subcommittee on Education of the U.S..House of Representatives asked U.S. 
Commissioner of Education T.H. Bell for a special survey and study to estimate the excess costs 
of educating handicapped children. The stiidy, needed in conjunction with legislation being- 
considered by the Subcommittee, was assigned by Commissioner Bell to the Rational Center for 
Education Statistics (NCES). This report presents the main findings of the survey. 

The special survey and study were the responsibility of Stafford Metz, Chief, Educational 
Manpower Statistics Branch, NCES, Leslie J. Silverman, Senior Statistician, Statistical Develop- 
ment Staff, NCES, and Nelson Ford, Educational^Planning Specialist, Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Planning and Evaluation, HEW. Special assistance was provided by The Office of 
Education's Bureau of Education for the Handicapped. ^ v 

•3 

I am grateful to the representatives of the nine States participating in the survey. 

Francis C. Nassetta, Acting Administrator 
National Center for Education Statistics' 
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INTRQDUCTION AND FINDINGS 



The Select Subcommittee on Education of the House of Representatives requested a comparative study of 
the costs of educating handicapped and nonhandicapped pupils. Specifically, they sought an analysis of the excess 
costs of educating \he handicapped-by type of handicap, by type of instructional situation, and by various other 
detailed categorizations. After receiving a preliminary report, they asked for a recommendation of an excess-cost 
structure or model and the resource requirements to develop, install, and operate a nationally uniform data sys- 
tem to produce comparable excess-cost data. 

To collect the necessary data, a study team from the Nation^ Center for Education Statistics«nd the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary'for Planning and Evalua!fon, with the cooperation of the Bureau of Education 
fbf ^he Handicapped, conducted a survey in nine State education agencies (SEA's)-California, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Maryland, Minnesota, New York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. ^ 

The complete survey materials from each SEA except one,l including a sample questfonnaire and detailed 
presentation and discussion of the findings of the survey, constitute the bulk of this report.^ 

A. Findings about the cost data supplied by SEA's. 

1 . No State surveyed had all the data needed for a detailed analysis of excess costs of educating the handi- 
capped. In fact, most of the States had little of the needed data in the detail requested for the school 
•year 1972-73. 

2. Few of the States maintained a detailed accounting system for their education of the handicapped pro- 
grams. Personnel cost data supplied by most of the States were largely approximations made from 
secondary data sources. Costs of transportation and supplies generally were estimated by proration. 

3. None of the States surveyed maintained, at the requested level of detail, an information system on the 
< . resources used for educating the handicapped. For example, no State could provide complete data on 

professional staff, either by position or by type of disability (e.g., how many guidance counselors or 
psychologists work with the educable retarded). Many States did not even liave data on staff by position 
without regard to the typfe of handicapped pupils served (e.g., what percentage'Of time do guidance 
counselors or psychologists spend with the handicapped). ^ ' 

4. Cost data were not comparable. (See table, page 3.) States were often unclear as to whether specific 
costs (e.g., fringe benefits) were included in larger cost categories. Data from two or more independent 
sources were frequently combined. 

5. Few States provided cost data on institutionalized children under the care of other St^te agencies 
(e.g., retarded or severely handicapped children under the care of a State health agency). 



One State did not complete the questionnaire and no team member was able to visit the SEA. Because of the inclusive 
nature of the data, which covered all special programs, the information provided by the State could not be compiled by 
handicapping condition. ^ 



B. 



Findings about the costs of educating handicapped impils. .(See table, page 3.) 



C. Other findings. , 

1 Some SEA'S supplied statistical data from administrative financial accounting systems taUored to reim- 
' b\irsement of local education agencies (LEA's) for the costs of educating handicapped children. The 
variety among SEA reimbursement systems makes for considerable variety in the financial data avaUabk 
to the SEA-'s. Naturally, if the State does not reimburse the LEA's for particular extra services for the 
handicapped (psychologists and social workers, transportation, or services either in-addition to or part of .; 

- the regular State reiipbursemertt), the SEA administrative system^ wUl not provide this data. 

- 2 In many SEA's, general education and special education statistical record systems were organizationally ' 
separate In some of those SEA's, the program accounts for special education for the handicapped and 
- for general education utUized different cost categories, making excess.cost inferences uncertain. 

3 Some SEA's did not collect,fiom LEA's th*e necessary data to determine excess cost. Two SEA's visited, 
reported "poUcy" or specific State legislation which does not permit the labeling" df handicapped chU- 
dren in traditional ways- As a censequence, one State did not report cost data for any oftjre lS handi- 
. ' / capping conditions specified by the Select Subcommittee. The other State felt that it might be .unable 
to do so in the future. 

4. In only one State did all State agencies have a joint data collecfion system to idenfify all chUdren served. 

5 "Prevalence" estimates of handicapping conditions in the school-aged population used by each Stat.e 
varied widely. They ranged fiom an estimate of 4.7 percent of all pupUs in State B to \7£ percent of 
all pupUs in State F. It is assumed that differences in the methods used to estimate the number of 
handicapped pupUs accounted for the majority of this range. 

D. Special limitation of this study. * v 

1 Many handicapped, especially the speech impaired, were in instructional situations that m^Tke allocation 
' of costs difficult; e.g., speech-impaired pupUs in regular classrooms spent only^a small ^Jroportion of the 
school day with speech therapists. No "model" was available to allocate any of the costs of the instruc- 
tion received in regular classrooms by the speech impaired to education of the handicapped. 

Speech-impaired pupUs were very common among the handicapped pupUs and the cost structure for their 
instruction was thelowest among all of the handicapping conditions. As a consequence, costs of instruc- 
tion per handicapped pupU were very different when the speech-impairecf were included in the computa- 
tion compared with when they were excluded. However, it is expected that similar allocation prob- 
lems wUl occur with programs for chUdren with specific learning disabilities or other handicapped chil- 
dren who spend some part of their day mainstreamed into regular programs. As "mainstreaming" 
becomes common in delivering services to handicapped children, the allocation of costs will become - 
more complex.' 

E. Structure of excess cost. 

1 No recommended structure of excess costs is made here because the data available (those which d^e „ - 
SEA'S had available) were too narrow to form the basis of an empirical analysis of excess costs. Without 
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STATE-BY-STATE SUMMARY OF PREVALENCE ESTIMATES AND COSTS OF EDUCATING HANDICAPPED I 



<> 

state 


Expenditure 
per 

rj^ffiilar Duoil 

(a) 


Expenditure 
per 

handicapped 
* pupil 


Expenditure 
per speech- \ 
impaired 
pupil 

(c) 


Expenditure* 
per 

handicaj^d 
excluding 
speech 
impaired 
(d) 


^ Total 
estimate of 
handicapped 
pupils 

re) 


Percent of 
school-a^d 

population 
estimjited to be 
handicapped 

(t) 


V Number of 
liandicappj^d 
pupils receiving 
service 

' (f ) 


Percent of ^ 

total 
handicapped 

mmil< M 1 Util 

pupiu WIWU 


E: 


A 


$ 551 


$ 303 


$ 78 " 


$ 836 ^ 


■130,250 


10.6% 


75,240 


58 




B 


464 


506 J* 


82 


928 


, 30,928 


4.7% 


30,928 


100 




c* : 


^ 1 ,065 


875 


237 


2,243 


90,428 


' 10.16% 


61,411 


68 




D 


669 


866 


185 


1 ,236 


93,997 


10.14% / 


77,039 • 


• 

82 




E 


751 






' 1,272 






91,644 






F 


53U 


394 


139 


528 


204,486 


17.6% 


81,505 


40 




G 


743 


709 


147 


1,337 






157,853 






H 


^ 458 


616 


150 


911 


^25,559 " 


6.2% 

9 


16,172 


63 





' Five special program categories: column (bj Average of five progmms^^^imn (c) least expensive; column (d) most expehsivt. 
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ATE-BY-ST ATE SUMMARY Of PREVALENCE ESTIMATES AND COSTS OF EDUCATING HANDICAPPED PUPILS 



mm categories: column (bj average of five .programs; column (c) least expensive; column (d) most expensive. 
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Kliture ' 
er 

t pupil 
1) 


Expenditure 
per « 
handicapped 
pupil 

(b) 


Expenditure 
per speech - 
impaired 
pupil o 


per 

handicapped 
excluding 
spee'ch 
impaired 
(d> 


Total 
estimate of 
handicapped 
pupils . 

(e> 


Percent of 
school-a^ 

population 
estimated to be 
handicapped 

it) 


Number of 
handicapped 
pupils recemng 
service 


Percent of ^ 

total 
handicapped 
pupils served 

' . (f/e> 


" . I 

Excess costs 
reported by 
States 

b-t.d-a 


Per-pupil 
cost ratioc 

b/a. d/a 


551 


$ m 


$ 78 


$ 836 


130.250 


• 10.6% 


75,240 


58 , 


5 .248 
$ 285 


0.55 
' 1^52 


464 


506 


82 


^ 928 


30,928 


4.7% 


30,928 


100 


42 
464 


1.09 

2!oo 


D65 > 


875 


237 


2,243' ^ 


90,428 


li3.16% 


61.411 


68 


-124 
1,244 


88 
2124 


^69 


866 


185 


1,236 


93,997 


10.14% 


77,039 


82 


197 . 
567 


1.29 
1.84 


751 






1,272 






91,644 




521 


1.69 


530 


394 


139 


528 


504,486 


17,6% 


81,505 


40 


•136 
•2 


.74 
.99 


743 


'709 


147 


. 1,337 






157,853 




•34. 
594 


.95 
1.80 


458 

1: 


616 


150 


911 


25,559 


6.2% 


16,172 


63 


15? 
453 

1 


1.34 
1.98 



t 



, a suitable data baje, this task was unfeasible. It is suggested, based on experience with available Slate 
' data/that a thorough analysis of alternative funding strategies for educating the handicapped be.carriedr 
♦ out on a theore'tfcal or model basis, with resources ^adequate to the Subcommittee's priority on this area. 
^ Tlie problems of developing^data on which (o base % funding strategy are discussed oa page 25 of this 
report. It is felt that a one-time, special survey of existing State data will not provide satisfactory data 
for developing a formula precisely: because the States do not have comparable information on special 
education. 

2. Even the best of models j3f cost structures is sterile if the SEA's cannot supply the data required by the 
model at all, or without great cost. The current ^hase of the Common Core of Data feasibility study in 
NCES will provide information on the records in each State surveyed (including the kinds of data needed 
for this investigation as well'as for most other high-priority Federal statistical needs in education) and 
State estimates of what it wpuld^cost to implement various levels of common program accpunting. 

3. As a direct result of the study team's field experience, NCES has proposed for FY 1976 funding (as one^ 
of its series on standard recordkeeping for SEA's and LEA» development of an implementation hand- 
book for recordkeeping on education of the handicapi^ed. -While such a handbook is only informative, 
it will signify to special education authorities in the^SEA's that considerable progress jfas been made in 
standardizing terminology pertaining to the handicapped. The handbook will codify J'rom the eight 
existing handboQks, aU pertinent terminology and definitions and will illustrate (for fecial and general 
education) standard methods of keeping records to permit j:alculation of excess cost^ It will also serve 
other planning and management purposes. > 



, ASSESSMENT OF DATA FROM NINE STATE, 

EDUCATION AGENCIES ON COSTS OF ^ ' 
EDUCATING H ANDICAPPED PUPILS 

' > - e 

it was found that bnly part of.the data sought on the numbers and edits of educating handicappeifpunils 
could be provided by any of the nine surveyed States. Much of the information provided was estimated \th^N. 
than actual verifiable data, and the data provided were not comparable from State to State. Therefore', it ishot\ 
possible, with existing data in SEA's, to make a national estimate of the "excess cost'' of educating handicappe^r 
children. The following are the major types of problems encountered:* 

A. Unavailable data. 

-• ■ • ; ■ . A 

In many cases, data were not available as actual numbers collected directly through local. State, or other 
information systems. Where actual data "were not available, they were (1) obtained through special collec- 
tions for this survey, (2) were estimated by proration or some other method, or (3) were not collected and 
could not be meaningfully estimated and, therefore, were not reported on thd questionnaire. In several 
States, data available on basic records from the LEA's were not being utilized because resources were not 
available taput the data from the records on the computer and tabulate them. 

B. Noncomparable data. 

The categories used to report data on disability types and personnel, and on other sources of costs, differed 
from State to State, thus making comparison and aggregation across States difficult. 

C. Data on handicapped and nonhandicapped combined. 

In several cases, costs for nonhandicapped pupils could not be separated from those for handicapped pupils. 
It was particularly difficult for some States to distinguish transportation costs. Also, in some States, educa- 
tion for the handjcapped was the administrative responsibility of units whose missions included nonhandi- 
capped students receiving special services. Available data reflected the workload of the special services unit 
rather than statistics on handicapping per se. 

D. Data not specified by disability type. 

In many instances, data were not available by type of disability. Specialists such as social workers, speech 
therapists, psychologists, and administrators served more than one type of handicap, and their time could 
not be apportioned among disability types. 

E. Data based on hypothetical prevalence. ' 

Data on'total numberl of handicapped pupils and of pupils not served were, in many States, determined Jjy 
applicatiori of hypothetical prevalence rates. 

•> ' ^ , . ' 

The following arre some of the problems encountered in collecting the data for each State that completed the 
questionnaire or for which information was available: 
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STATE A 



A. ^ Data not available in record sys^jn 

^ 1 . M data re|)orted Were for cost of instruction with no breakouts for salaries, fringe benefits, administra- 

* cpsts, or materials and supplies. ^ ^ 

■» ^- - • « ..... 

2. No data reported for social WQrkers or paraprofessionals. - - ^ : 

'■*-■- ^ « j 

B. Variation in reporting categories 

1. Blipd included with partially sighted. 

2. Deaf included with hg^rd of hearing. 

3. Other healt^paired (OHI) included with multiple handicapped, ^ ^.^^ 

C. Costs for nonJiandicapperf included with handicapped 

d/ Costs not available by disability ^ . ' 

^ 1 . Psychologist and administrative costs not available by disabUity . 

2. Reimbursemenrcosts were payments from one LEA to another; no costs from State institutions shown 

a& reported. " - , , 

■'II * * 

» 

E. Use of prevalence rates . 

Standard prevalence rates for each handicapping condition were apparejitlyjipplicd to the total school 
■ population to determine the number of children needing service. 



STATE B 



A. Data not available iti recoil system 



1. No State survey of administrate salaries J^including fringe benefits) or material and supply costs. 

2. Teacher aides not differentiated by type of duty; number of teacher aides for the handicapped could 
not be estimated. ^ . * ^ . 

B, Variation in reporting categories , - 

1. Partially sighted and blind reported as onfe category: visually handicapped.* 

•Ht^ * ... 

2. Orthopedically handicapped reported i% classes for the crippled. 

3. Multiple handicapped included only four^i^eaf-blind students Jn out-of-State institutions. 

4. OHI reported as "home, home and hospital, and hospital instru(|^ion." 

C. Costs for nonhandicapped included with handicapped 

1 . Social workers served Stl pupils; effort for handicapped estimated at 1 0 percent of total.* * 

2. Transportation costs not broken down by type of handicapped pupil. 

D. Data not available by disability 

Data Cor speech therapists, psychologists, and administrative staff not available by disability. 

E, Use of prevalence rates , , ' 

1. State aid did not use^prevaJence rate on this form and did not report ari/^hildren diagnosed as handi- 
ca^ed but unserved. 

2. Total number of handicapped pupils reported did not include number of students provided instruction 
in State Department of Mental Health institutions. 
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STATE C • 

This State did not fill out questionnaire, since its categories for data collection were incompatible with the 
categories in the forms. It did provide the most current data on the operation of it. special education program, 
except t^aUt had no cost data in the form requested by the Subcommittee. As a result no cost data sheet for 
State C is -presented in the following section. 

Data on LEA expenditures for special education and State reimbursement are reported by LEA for five « 
typeUf programs: 1) severely handicapped self^ontained cfasses, .2) severely handicapped resour« rooms, 
?^1uc able Slf.ontained classes. 4) educable resource rooms, ar^d X) itinerant services No reakou ts were 
available by disability or for various types of expenses (administrative, materials, psychological services, etc.) but 
average teacher salaries by program were given. ^ 

^houBh only 6.89 percent of chUdren in State C were identified as handicapped and receiving service, 
individual school districts varied from a high of 14.85 percent to a low of 3.04 percent, a 500-percent variance. 

A consultant toAe State developed a prevalence rate and estimated that 10.16 percent of the school popu- 
' lation was-in need of a program. Special audits of the school districts in the State wiU determme whether these 
new methods of tracldiig seTvicei to-handicapped ChUdren provide-adequatft cmtmlLon^ L^ , _ 



STATE D 



Data not available in State record sygtem - 

1 . Transportation and reimbursed costs provided from a special data collection for this study. 

2. Local expenditures for clerks and some paraprofessionals not available and could not be estimated; 
_ — therefore, they- were-omitted fro*m_the„c.Qst_figures_i,_„ 

Variation in reporting categories 

1. Ennfotionally disturbed and learning disabled reported as one category. 

2. Hard of hearing and deaf reported as one category and State could not separate them. 

3. Partially sighted and blind reported as one category and State could not separate them. 
Cpsts for nonhandicapped included with handicapped 

S ocial workers, administra tively part of the unit serving handicapped pupils, also served behavior problem 
pupils, pregnant minors, andl)th^special students not handicapped. Time devoted to serving hahcii- 
capped not separable from that devoted to nonhandicapped. 

Costs not available by disability 

Data on numbers and salaries of speech therapists, psychologistsTahd~spwial"educa^tTo^^ 
not available by disability area. 

Use of prevalence rates ... 

Total number of handicapped pupils determined by applying a prevalence rate of 10.14 percent to total 
number of pupils. Condition-specific prevalence rates used for each type of disability. Number of pupils 
not served obtained by subtracting the actual number of pupils served from the estimated total number 
of handicapped pupils for each disability^ 
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A. Data not available in record systems 



1 Total number of teachers of handicapped pupUs warar, estimate, althougli the information was available 
to the SEA. Programing cost to retrieve this datum was excessive. 

2. JSio records available on occupational and physical therapists. 



3. No data on pa^aprofessionals assigned to education of the handicapped. 

4. Transportation, special supplies, and materials and equipment costs for the handicapped not avaUable. 

5. Reimbursed costs not available. . - . 
^ 6. Teacher data for sevcre/profpundly_ietarded and specificlearning disabled pupils riot available. 
B. Variation in reporting categories 

1 . Deaf and hard of hearing combined as one category . 

2. Partially sighted and blind combined as one <:ategory. 

3. Multiply handicapped included with "other health impaired," which also included cerebral palsied and 
' brain-damaged children. 



C. Costs for nonhandicapped included with handicapped 

1 . Psychologists' and social workers' time not separated for handicapped and nonhandicapped pupUs. 

2 About $150,000,000 for salaries of "other professional staff serving the handicapped" not separated for 
handicapped and nonha-ndicapped pupils. 1^. category included counselors ($97 milhon) and nurses 
($28 million).'* 

3. ^omewha^moreAan-$6.3mi^ s alaries of pupil^ersonnel services and a dministrators not sepa^ 
' rated for handicapped and nonhandicapped pupils. ' 

D. Data not availsJble by disability 

1. Data for social workers and psychologists not available by disability. 

^ Limited data by disabUity on administrators and "other professional staff serving the handicapped." j 

E. Use of preval^ce rates , . 
' No prevalence data available from the SP A . 
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STATE F 



A. Data not available in record system 



1. Except for the trainable retarded and for transportation accounts, all data reported derived, from pro- 
ration and other estimation procedures utilizing data from secondary sources; i.e.," the SEA did not. 
maintain a statistical or administrative reporting system for staffing and education costs for the handi- 
capped. 

2. "Teacher" in the reports on staiT working with the handicapped included (in addition to teachers) 
^ ~ counselorsrlibrarians,-speech therapists,, etc.— everyone. statianedjn a schpol and worldng w^ 

except administrators and supervisors* In one staff report, however, "teacher" did include school 
principals. ^ ' ^ 

B. ^ Variation in reporting categories 

1. Hard of hearing and deaf combined as "hearing impaired." 

2. Partially sighted and blind combined as "visually impaired." * 

3. '"Other health impaired"'limited to the home-bound and hospitalized. 

C. Q>8ts for nonhandicapped included with handicapped 

1 . Supplies were an account for all pupils. - 

2. IVcbologists' salaries available for all pupils, but not Separately for handicapped pupils. 




'3. Two transportation accounts: one for handicapped'^upils om^^Ttw^transportation for handicappfed 
pupils), the other for both handicaj)ped and nonhandicapped pupils. 

D. Data not available by disability ' ' ♦ 

" Staff salaries and numbers not available by disability. 

E. Use of prevalence rates 



Some of the prevalence rates reported were BEH estimates; the others were SEA estimates: no empirical 
data existed. However, at the time of this survey, the SEA was seeking funds for a statewide census of the 
handicapped. Also, in 1974, the State employed 60 psychologists deployed regionally, working with the 
schools, and expected to add an additional 100 in 1975. The 160 psychologists were expected to increase 
the number of h^indicapped children reported to the State. ^ - ^ '■' 
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STATE G 

A. Datanot available in State record system „ 

1 . Data on transportation. costs for handicapped pupUs and for salaries for social workers and physical 
therapists not avaUable for school districts (available only for intermediate units). 

2 Costs for gifted included with costs for handicapped in district data. Costs for gifted removed from 
district.data by .proration using proportion of gifted to handicapped costs in intermediate units. 

. 3. Cost data not available for State-operated special schools for the handicapped. 

4. Data not avaUable for total number of handicapped pupUs, only for pupils served. 

J 

R Variation in reporting categories 

« 

1 . Hard of heaiing and deaf combined in one categoiy. 

2. Partially sifted and blind in one category. 

3. No category to report multiple handicapped. 

4. Intermediatejunit form contained a category for "therapists"; it was assumed that it represented physical 
therapists since they were listed among other medical categories. i 

C. Costs for nonhandicapped included with handicapped 

Special education teachers' salaries combined with salaries for "other professional staff." 



D. Costs not available by disability 

1 . District record does not break out costs by disability. 

2. Salaries for special education staff not separated by disability. 



• niis State had separate records for intermediate units (often comprising seve-ral schpol districts and responsible for a variety 
of special services) and school districts. 
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STATE H 

A. Data not available in State record system » ^ 

1. Salary figures for special education staff, other than those for the mentally retarded, were calculated by 
using average saldly for all teachers. 

2. Number of paraprofessional stafT for trainable mentally retarded, emotionally disturbed, hard of hearing, 
partially sighted, and orthopedicaUy handicapped was determined by assuming each teacher for these 
groups had an aide. 

3. Costs for.sp«cial supplies, materials, and equipment were determined for only 150 new classes out of 
768 special education classes. Costs for these 150 classes were determined by using as an estimate the 
amount remaining from teacher salary block grants totlistricts. Th^ average amount not used for 
salaries (estimated for supplies, etc.) was $1,127 per district. 

4. Transportation costs were estimated from per-pupil average costs of $66.44. 

5. Costs for contracted services for diagnosis and testing were not available and could not be estimated. ^ 
R Variation in reporting categories 

No separate category for multiply handicapped. 

C. Costs for nonhandiciipped included with handicapped (no problems reported) 

D. Costs not available by disability 

Data on number and salaries of speeqfi therapists, psychologists, and special education administrative staff 
were n ot available by disability area. 
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STATE SUMMARIES OF COSTS OF 
EDUCATING HANDICAPPED PUPILS 



Cott data on educating handicapped pupils .collected from the survey are presented ift State summary tables 
below. The costs of educating handicapped pupils were considered to be: 

• special education teacher salaries / ^ _ 

• admin i St ra tor salaries ' 

• specialist salaries 

• salaries of paraprofessionals assisting special education teachers and specialists _ 

• special transportation costs _ 

• costs for special suppUes, materials, and equipment ^' ~ 

• reimbursed costs (tuition, room and board, etc.) 

To compare costs for the handicapped with those for regular pupils, the following items were collected for 
regular instruction: 

• teacher salaries 

• professional support staff salaries (other than for the handi'capped) 

• administrator salaries " 
paraprofessional salaries 

• transportation costs ^ 

K ptoblem arises in assessing costs of educating handicapped pupils-differentiating special (excess) costs 
for instructing the handicapped frqm the costs for the proportion of time that handicapped pupils receive regular 
instruction. Thus, some types of handicapped pupils, in particular the speech impaired, typically.spend most of 
their time receiving instruction by regular teachers in regular classes, augmented by special instruction in resource 
rooms by special teachers or other specialists. Others, such as the severely retarded, usually receive all of their 
instruction in special classes or institutions for which all associated costs can be considered to be special or excess. 

The problem comes down to determining how much of a handicapped pupil's time is spent in regular and in 
special instruction and what is the cost of the regular and of the special instruction. 

In calculating per-pupil cost for the handicapped, the problem-can be approached in two different ways: 

(1) Include costs of both special instruction and regular instruction for the handicapped in the 
nunieratoi andinclude to^al number of handicapped pupils in the denominator: 

Total instructional costs for the handicapped 
(special plus regular) 

Total nufnber of handicapped pupils. . ^ 
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(2) Include only costs of special instruction in the numerator and place fuU-time equivalent (FTE) 
handicapped pupils in denominator: 



Costs of special instruction 
FTE of pupils in special education. 

What is required for (1) is a figure for total instructional costs for handicapped in the numerator. To do 
this, it is necessary first to determine the costs of regular instruction of the handicapped. In theory, this could be 
done by determining an FTE of handicapped pupils in regular instruction and multiplying by the per-pupil costs 
for regular pupils. What is required for C2) is an FTE of the number of handicapped pupils receiving special 
instruction. 

Data are not available from this survey in any State to make precise estimates of either of the FTE figures 
so that neither per-pupil figure (1) nor (2) can be precisely calculated. It is possible, however, to make an approx- 
imation of these figures by assuming that speech impaired spend most of their time (all of their time for purposes 
of calculation) in regular instruction. ^ 

In example (1) above this means multiplying the number of speech impaired by the per-pupil expenditure 
for regular pupils to obtain the cost of regular instruction for the handicapped (speech impaired). This is then 
added to the cost of special instruction and divided by the number of handicapped pupils. This figure, When 
compared with the cost of instruction per regular pupil, will provide an approximation of excess cost. This, in a 
sense, will be a minimum (excess cost) figure as it does not include in the numerator the cost of regular instruc- 
tion for those "mainstreamed" handicapped pupils other than speech impaired. 

^ - To obtain an approximation from the present data, using example (2) above, the number of speech-impaired 
pupflri? removed from the denominator and the special instruction costs (speech therapist salaries) are removed 
from the numerator. _ 



For the State summary cost sheetsrexamplej:2) is followed and the following figures are presented: 

• per-pupil cost of regular pupils ^^^^ ^ — 
per-pupil cost of haojlicapped pupils, including speech impaired 

• per-pupil cost of speech impaired only (presumed to be excessicost) 

• per-pupil cost of handicapped pupils excluding speCOh impaired 

Approximations of excess cost can be obtained by subtracting (a) from (b) and (a) from (d) (column 9 of 
the introduction summary table). Ratios of costs of regular instruction to instruction of the handicapped can be 
obtained by b/a and d/a (far right hand column of the introduction summary table). 

It must be noted that some of the following summaries present cost of instruction, while others present 
only salary data. Therefore, the ratio of costs probably represents a more accurate picture of costs for mterstate 
comparison than do the actual expenditure per-pupil figures. 




STATE A 

SPEQAL EDUCATION 

COSTS OF INSTRUCTION Dollfirs 

SPEaAL INSTRUCTION .* $ I3;63i,843 

SPEECH THERAPY 4,151,280 

psychological; services, 1,701,636 

SOCIAL WORKERS NA 

- EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS NA 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY. 51,061 

PHYSICAL THERAPY. 105,619 

ADMINISTRATION * 962,500 

OTHER PROFESSIONALS NA 

PARAPROFESSIONALS.. NA 

FRINGE BENEHTS , NA 

SUBTOTAL 20,603^9a9 

TRANSPORTATION • •••• 2,162,503 

SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT 1/ . 

REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.) ^ N A 

SUBTOTAL j 2,162,50 3 

TOTAL COSTS 22,766,442 

■a 

No. of Pupils 

TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS 1 30,250 

RECEIVING SERVICES. *. 75,240 

' ^ NOT RECEIVING SERVICES..... 55,010 

Percent 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS ^2*!? 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS * 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS 57.8 

Dollars 

COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL S 303 

TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIREa 18,615,162 

NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIREa 22,280 

COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED 836 

fcoST PER SPEECH-IMPAIRED PUPIL .....^ " 78 

REGULAR EDUCATION 

COST OF INSTRUCTION 630,609,047 

TRANSPORTATION 4 L,8 3 1 ,669 

TOTAL COSTS * 672.440.71 6 

TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS (No. of Pupils: 1 ,2 20,543) 

COST HER_HEG-ULAR-£^UPIL 551 



_// Included in "costs of ins true tioru*' 
NA: Not available. 



ERIC 




STATED 



SPEOAL EDUCATION 
SALARIES 



TEACHERS ^ 

SPEECH THERAPISTS 

PSYCHOLOGISTa 

SOCIAL WORKERS 

EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS. 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS ^ 

PHYSICAL THERAPISTS 

ADMINISTRATORS 

OTHER PROFESSIONALS........:.... 

PA RAP RO FESSION A LS , 

FRINGE BENEFITS 



SUBTOTAL. 



TRANSPORTATION. 

SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT 
REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.). 



SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL COSTS . 



TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS. 

RECEIVING SERVICES. 

NOT RECEIVING SERVICES. 



PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS • 

PPHPFNT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS 

PERcInT HANDiSaPpIB PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS . 



Dollars 

% 11,311,449 

1^233,008 
158,582 
87,848 
NA 
NA 
NA 

110,783 
NA 
NA 
NA 

12,901,670 

2,389,656 
NA 

372,498 
. 2,762,154 
15,663,824 



No. of Pupils 

30,928 
30,928 



Percent 



4.7 
4.7 
100.0 



C OST PER HANDICA PPED PUPIL 

TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED " 

N1JMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED. 

COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED.....* 

COST PER SPEECH-IMPAIRED PUPIL.. 



Dollars 

506 

14,400,816 
15,510 

928 

82 



REGULAR EDUCATION 



SALARIES 

FRINGE BENEFITS. 



TRANSPORTATION. 

TOTAL COSTS.. 
TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS... 
COST PER REGULAR PUPIL. 



NA: Not available. 



283,882,487 
NA 

21,506,912 

305,389,399 



,(No. of Pupils: 



657,906) 
464 



21 
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4 STATED * 

SPECIAL educahon ^ 

SALARIES - ; ~~DBltan - 

TEACHERS ' , 1 t t^r •^o^ 

SPEECH THERAPISTS /. * * * 4 691 412 

PSYCHOLOGISTS I!;*.;;;;;;;.*;.*.*;!;;.*;;*.;*.;.*.*;;;*.*..*!.**.;*.;;;;;;; 2;27M47 

'» SOCIAL WORKERS 3*210*263 

EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANa NA 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS 59 1 09 

PHYSICAL THERAPISTS * 128*391 

ADMINISTRATORS '\ 942 088 

OTHER PROFESSIONALS . 2 584 967 

PARAPROFEssioNALs : tliTieoo 

FRINGE BENEFITS ^ 5*720*902 

SUBTOTAL : 55,293,571 

TRANSPORTATION. : . 2 483 710 

SPECIAL SUFPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT 1*338*040 

REIMBURSED COSTS (TUlTlOlJ, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.). 7,*620:961 

SUBTOTAL.. 11.442,711 

TOTAL COSTS 66,736,282 



No. of Pupils 

TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS;^ 93 997 1/ 

RECEIVING SERVICES "[ 77*039~ 

NOT RECEIVING SERVICES [ 16*958 



Percent 

PERCENT HANDICAPl>EDPUnLS OF ALL PUPILS — 77:7... . . 10 12/ 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS 8 3 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS 81*9 



Dtolktrs 

COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL j , 866 

TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED 61 725 554 

NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIREa '..WW'.. . * 491948 

• COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED 1 ,236 

COST PER SPEECH-IMPAIRED PUPIL.. 185 

REGULAR EDUCATION 

SALARIES \ 514.213.880 

FRINGE BENEFITS.. 61,703:660 

TRANSPORTATION. , " , >....> 44,547 ,360 

TOTAL COSTS 620,464,900 

TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS (No. of Pupils: 926,992 

COST PER REGULAR PUPIL ? 669 



1^1 Estimated from prevalence rate. 
21 Estimated prevalence rate. 

NA: Not applicable (state had no educational diagnosticians}. 
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- SrATEE 
SreaAL EDUCATION 

Dollars 

SALARIES 

. .$100,443,128 

TEACHERS * * ! *.!*.!... . 13.713,896 

SPEECH THERAPISTS • 

PSYCHOLOGISTS ]; • 

~ SOCIAL WORKERa NA 

EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTIC1AN& KA . 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAFISTS NA ^ ^ 

PHYSICAL THERAPISTS....^ 16.092,000* 

ADMINISTRATORS .~rr. ' * 

OTHER PROFESSIONALS '\ NA 

PARAPROFFSSIONALS. • ' ' N A 

FRINGE BENEHTS * • " 

130.249,024 

SUBTOTAL : * 

NA 

SbURSED C^^^ ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.) ^ 

SUBTOTAL • ' ^ 

130.249.024 * 

TOTAL COSTS ^ * ' " 



No. of Pupils 
..... NA 

TOTAL HAN DIC APPE D PUPILS 9 1 ,644 • • • 

RECEIVING SERVICES • • ;. NA 

NOT RECEIVING SERVICES 

^ ^ Percent 

NA 

PFRPFNT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS........... NA 

111 Elsffig ?BStlillTo§r.tti;Sfe?a>i«6-pUi.,a;:::::::::^ n. 

Dollars 
NA 

COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL... $116 535 ^8 

TOTAT COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED — '.'.";'.'.*.'.'.;. * Vli644 

NUMBER OF n^^^^ SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAlREa 

tOST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED 

REGULAR EDUCATION 2.555.966.758 

SALARIES • * 

FRINGE BENEFITS 

NA 

TRANSPORTATION 

TOTAL COSTS • * == 

.(No. of Pupils: 3.403.161) 

TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS ^^^^^ 

COST PER REGULAR PUPIL V* ' 

(and not prorated). " „ 

*'*IncMes $13. 713.896 for spe^ch-impaind pupil, not included in the pcr-puptl excess cost. 
****Does not include speech-impaired students for whom data were not collected m ly7,-73 „ 

...^^Salary data and costs limited to the ^'^^^pL^Mr"''- 
Toml operating expenditures reported by SEA for iSf/^ /J were ^-^.^ ui 

NA: Not available. 
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SVEaAL EDUCATION 



STATE F 



SALARIES i 'Doilars. 

^TEACHERS, COUNSELORS, AND SPEECH THERAPISTS $ ^^'l^^S^S 

PSYCHOLOGISTS ^2^'^^9 

SOCIAL WORKERS J}^ 

EDUCATIONAL DI AGNOSTICI ANSI r • • JJ ^ 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS. . JJA 

PHYSICAL THERAPISTS. • _ _ _ 

ADMINISTRATORS - 570,000 

OTHER PROFESSIONALS , , 

P AR AFROFESSIONALS 1^54,025 

FRINGE BENEFITS NA 

SUBTOTAL • 31,146,563 

TRANSPORTATION - • 985,000 

SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT Jj^ 

REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM.AND BOARD, ETC.) NA 

SUBTOtAL 985,0pO 

TOTAL COSTS v t 32,131,563 

' ' ' ' 

No. of Pupilt 

TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS , . ^2t'tn< 

RECEIVING SER VICESL i i Si q r T 

KOT'RECEIVING SERVICES ^ 122,951 

f • Percent 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS *. 17.6 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS . . .... 7.0 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS 39.8 

V ^ ' ^ ff^' Dollars 

COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL : --" il;:^ 

TOTAL COST EXCLUDINGSPEECH IMPAIRED iw -V-V; • •••• ^^'^IVlll 

NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRER .> 53,456 

COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED 

COST PER SPEECH-IMPAJRED PUPIL ^ 

Regular EDUCATiw 

SALARIES..... ■ ^587,088,658) 

FRINGE BENEHTS ■ ^ . > 

TRANSPORTATION \, • • 28,969,997 

T9TAL COSTS 616,058,6^5 

TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS v .(No. of Pupils: 1,161,326) 

COST PER REGULAR PUPIL • 



NA: Not available. 
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STATE XJ 



SPEOAL EDUCATION 



SALARIES 



TEACHERS..... 

SPEECH THERAPISTS 

PSYCHOLOGISTS • 

SOCIAL WORKERS 

EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS. 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS 

PHYSICAL THERAPISTS ^. 

ADMINISTRATORS . . * , 

OTHER PROFESSIONALS 

PARAPROFESSIONALS. 

FRINGE BENEFITS 



SUBTOTAL. 



TRANSPORTATION. v/ ' ' 

SPECIALSUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT.. 
REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.). 



^ Dollars 

; 72,670.267:^ 
NA 
' 3,845,580 
469,825 
NA 
NA 

252,164 
5,803,855 
200,846 
11,131,433 
9,374,265 

103,748,235 

5,000,176 
4,470,521 
^777.961 



ciTDTr^TAi 10:248,658 

bUBlUlAL ^ 113,996,893 1/ 



TOTAL COSTS . 



TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS . 

RECEIVING SERVICES 

NOT RECEIVING SERVICES. 



111,^79,651 2/ 



No. of Pupils 
NA 

157,^53 
NA 



Percent 



PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS ... .....i.. 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS ...... 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPEDPUPILS . 



COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL... 

TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEHX:H IMPAIREEK^^J^..^--^^^ 
NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED., 

1^ 



COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECILIMPAIRED. 

COST PERSPEECH IMPAIRED PUPIL. ..^ 

-.REGULAR EDUCATION , 



SALARIES 

FRINGE BENEFITS. 



TRANSPORTATION 

- TOTAL COSTS . . 
TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS .. . 
COST PER REGULAR PUPIL. 



NA 
NA 



Dollars 

709 

^9,714.181 - 
74,557 

1,337 

147 



- . ....... l.S37.523,0UU 3/ 

NA 

, 87.^78,O0U 

.............. 1.625.501,000 

.(No. of Pupils: 2 J 88.000) 4/ 
74 3 



1/ Includes district costs for gifted. 

2/ Excludes district costs for gifted by proration. , ^, 

J/ Data on costs for regular education obtained from Expt^tJiturcsf^^ - 
- table h page 9^ (OB) 74-1 140-7. ^ 

^'-41 Data on regular pupils obtained from Expenditures fori^ bii. Elementary and Sec.ndar^ Ediu^ 1 ^7U72. table 5. page 
^ IS, (OE) 74-114 0 7. ' ^ t 1 

NA Not available.^ J ' 



STATEH » 

SPEa|L EDUCATION * . - V V* * 

SALARIES ^ ' ^ ^ - u dollars 

TEACHERS 5 ♦5,2.14,^80 

. SPEECH THERAPISTS , 834^,100 

PSYCHOLOGISTS ^ • 1 64,2 65 . 

SOCIAL WORKERa....: T 201,330 

EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS. .* 

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS. c NA 

' PHYSICAL THERAPISTS , ..,..t,.A NA 

ADMINISTRATORS . ^ 382 ,05 9 

. OTHER PROFESSIONALS^ ; ; i. NA 

PARAPROFESSIONALS... 1...*. 352,592 

* . FRINGE BENEFITS ^. 857,907 

SUBTOTAL • • • 8.007,133 

TRANSPORTATION ^ r. ..,..> ^.^ 583,560* 

SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT , 198,930 

REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, RQOM AND BOARD, ETC.) f 1,1.64,653 

/ . * SUBTOTAL , : 1,947,143 

-3^ TOT AL COSTS fT: 1 9,954,276 



~ r 

No. of Pupils 

. TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS '. 25,555 

RECEIVING SERVICES .16,h72 

NOT RECEIVING SERVICES.*. i 9,387 



/ - , Pcrcen t 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS v ^.2 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS , » 3^-9 

PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS 63.3 



Dollars 

COST PER HANEHCAPPED PUPIL '.. $ 616 

TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED : 9,010,084 

__N.UMB£R-OF~ PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED..... 9,888 

COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED 911 

COST PER SPE5:CH:IMPAIRED PUPIL.. * : 150 

PEGUIAR EDUCATION 

— SAL ARIES .' 160,530,886 

FRINGE BENEFITS.... NA^ 

TRANSPORTATION. 27,232,560 

TOTAL COSTS... ^. » 187,763,4^o 

TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS <No. of Pupils: 409.882) 

COST PER REGULAR PUPIL .?a£ ;.. • 458 



^NALJOfoL'tivailable.^^ . 



A UNIFORM DATA SYSTEM FOR ANALYSIS 
OF EXCESS COSTS OF EDUCATING 
HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

Nationally uniform data (now unmilable) are necessary fot coniputation of excess costs of educating 
handicapped children and could come from either a special survey or an as yet undeveloped national sUtistical 
survey. A one-time, special survey of existing State data, widely suggested but not now under active considera- 
tion, will not provide satisfactory daU precisely because the SUtes do not have comparable statistical systems for 
. special education. Af documented in this report. State daU systems vary significantly; some systems for collect- 
iiig the kinds of da^a relevant to this task are very undeveloped. 

Development of a nationally uniform system must overcome these fundamental problem^: 

V identification of children as handicapped and therefore eli^ble for service must be consonant with a 
resolution of the controversies surrounding labeling and diagnosis (these problems are interrelated 
and neither is close to resolution); . • 

• provision of data (by the statistical system) that clearly separates services for handicapped children 
from services provided children receiving special services for other reasons; e.g., delinijuency, gifted 

■4 or talented, pregnahcy>etc. (overlap among these groups and the handicapped further compounds 
this problem)v ' e 

• ciimparability of financial records fof education of the handicapped provided by the statistical sys- 
tem with records kept for education of nonhandicappecf children; \ ^ * 

commensurability of cost of developing and operating the statistical system with financial resources 
available to the Federal Govrrnmeiil and lO the States that^want the dat?r. 

Three kinds of proposals have been advanced for such a nationally uniform statistical system: a student 
unit record system, program accounting for the education of the handicapped, and general purpose statistical sys- 
tems providmg partial data. Each of these is discussed in turn? . 

-# 

Student unit recoid system: Such systems have^ been proposed to get annual reports on the number of 
' .handicapped children receiving services or to get estimates of the number of children requiring services. 

All but. one of the proposals for such a studen-t-based unit record system seek either the derivation j*" prev- 
alence rates fur the handicapped or the introduction of a national diagnostic program to uncover all hancficapped 
children in the public schools, especially those children not administratively designated as handicapped. Only 
one of these proposals seeks the collection of the financial data required for an excess cost analysis. The excep- 
tional proposal, a system submitted to the State of Illinois, is sufficiently unconventional to require extensive 
testing to relate its concepts to more conventional cost categories. Also, ail* systems based upon pupil unit 
*" record systems are exceedingly expensive. ^ 
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The one existing student unit record system implemented at the State level is now undergoing' extensive 
auditing to assess. its reliability. While indications are that this system is effective in reimbursing LEA's for pro- 
grams benefiting handicapped children, there are only 26 units reporting information to the SEA, and its useful- 
ness may be due to that factor alone. In addition, the elimination of traditional categories of classifying handi- . 
capped chUdren in this system (this reduces the number of data elementsfcollected) would preclude its adoption 
on a national scale or its use as the basis of an excess-cost model until substantive consensus on labeling and 
diagnosis problems has been reached. , 

In the short run, this approach to developing an excess-cost model for the handicapped is probably unfeas- 
ible, in view of (1) the large number of pupils in over 16,000 LEA's (if a natiomal system is contemplated), and 
(2) the extensive development costs of data-collection instruments that could produce results with known and 
acceptable reliability and Validity. 

. Program iccountihg systems: If States and LEA's kept careful program accounts for education of the 
handicapped, including the necessary financial data,* the basic data for an excess cost analysis would be imme- 
diately available. In several months the initial results from the Comjnon Core of Data assessment will be available, 
and more precise estimates on unpiernentation costs for 10 or more States can l^e made avaibbie. to the Subcom- 
mittee. At this time, it appears that most financial and staff data are generally available, program and student data . 
are more difficult to identify, and comparisons between any two types of data are difficult to make even within 
States The director of one large State's statistical office estimated to NCES that program accounting in his State 
would require a full-time staff in each school in the State to collect the data and an expense of several billion dollars 
to install and operate. Even if this estimate is unreasonably high, it is clear that massive resources and a number of 
years wOuld be required for implementation and that this method would notjprovide, in the near future, the infor- 
mation on excels costs of educating the handicapped. 

liidirect systems: If student unit record systems and program accounting are exceedingly expensive.aild 
require considerable development and implementation costs, som€ kind of indirect approach, producing ai rela- 
tively low cost reliable data for approximating excess costs, may be feasible/ 

The limitations of indirect systems are that they assume much about the structure of excess costs and may ^ 
not identify every cost element of educating handicapped children. However, a federally initiated indirect collec- 
tion system would have the following advantages: 

• It is amenable to national standardization and comparability. 

• It is most probably acceptable to the States and localities as a modification of the current statistical 
program maintained by many of them. 

• Its development costs and operation are relatively low, even in providing State -by-State estimates. 

• In addition to the data on education of the handicapped, it would be possible,at the same time and 
at very little marginal cosj:, to acquire identical program data for any or all other programs: bilingual 
education, compensatorv^ education, vpcational education, and even such specialties as art and music. 
As a result, the cost of data for any one^program (e.g., handicapped education ) would be relatively 
small. ' . ^ 

If it is accepted that salaries constitute the major liOrtionjof expenditures for education of the handicapped 
and that adequate information is available for developing distribution formulas, then a survey could be developed 

* See detaUs in Handbook II revised, of the State Education Records and Reports Series, ^'^^"^•(^'/'l*^ (Classifications 
and Standard Terminology fof Local and State School Systems), DHEW Publication Number COE) 734 1 800. ^ 



of teachers and other professional staffs and relevant nonprofessionals to obtain salary data and data on a^ssign- 
\ ment(s) and the special student groups with which they: work. This general type o[ survey was used New York 
\ State and Kentucky to provide data for this special nine-State survey. Developiiig, implementing, and operating . 
\ such a biiennial staff survey would require an estimated $500,000 annually at current costs. However, such a sur- 
vey would provide only a portion of the information requested by the Subcommittee; and as additional types of 
I information (currently not collected by States) are sought, cost estimates increase rapidly. In addition, an indirect 
\ survey conducted by the Federal Government would neither act as'^a mechanis0i for identifying all unserved chil- 
\ dren on a national basis nor hasten equalization of financing of education for the handicapped among the States— 
\ two primary purposes of the advocates of student unit record and program accounting systems. While these con- 
■| straints are sizable, it is believed that short of nationally uniform program accounting throughout the States, such 
U survey would produce the best possible estimates of the excess* costs of educating handicapped children. 
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Dr. John R. Ottina 



Commissioner of Education 
Office of Education 
U18I-D FOB 6 — 

HOO Maryland Avenue, S. W;~- * ' ^ 

Washington, D. C. 20202 ' 

Dear Dr. Ottina: 

* As ycox the Select Subcommittee on Education is present].y 

conducting hearings on H.R. 7O and related bills which would provide 
federal payments to cover the excess costs of educating handicapped 
children. In order that we might h^ve complete and accurate 
Information upon which the Congress can make rational and objective . 
judgments, we would ask to ns^j Lhe resources of th® Office of Education 
to provi-le the following information as expeditiously as possible.. 

QILIESTIOITS 



1. (a) Wliat is the average regular classroom teacher's salary 
(eleiaentary and secondary) in each state? 
(b) V/liat is the average salCiry for special education teachers ^ 
In each state? * 



2. Vrnich states pay salary differentials to special education 
teachor;3 ?.nd 'i/hat is the bacis on v;hich each state pays them? 



A* 



SALARIES 





ERLC 



^Dr, John R, Ottina 



iferch 13, 197^ 



3, What are the average salaries in each of the states for 
' each of the follovdng categories of specialists providing 
instructional support to haxidicapped children,? 

(a) speech therapists 

(b) psychologists ^ 

(c) educational diagnosticians * ^ _ 
<i (d) social 'woxkers' 

(e) physical therapists 

(f) occupational therapists 

(g) any other categories 

k. (a) Which states have legislation which provides 
non-professional personnel (aides)? 
(b) What axe the average salaries in each of the states for 
non-professional personnel (aides) within the special 
education syst^i? 

5. Ifow does each state list categories of personnel for its 
special education systems and liow many individuals are there 
in each of these categories in each state? 



B. CHILDREIT SERVED 

1 How many children are receiving educational services in each 
' state, regardless of the public agency providing such services 
(e.g. Department of Education, Department of Mental Health, 
Department of Welfare, etc.), in each of the following 
disability categories: 

(a) the sctere and profoundly retarded 

(b) the trainable mentally reiiarded 

(c) the educable mentally retarded 

(d) hai^d of hearing 

(e) deaf 

(f ) speech impaired 

(g) visually impaired ^ 

(h) emotionally disturbed 

(i) learning disabled 

^' U) orthopedically handicapped 

\ (k) multiply handicapped 
(1) other health impaired 



Dr. John. R,_ Ottitia _ > .r3- March 13, 197^<- 

2. In eafeh of /the states, how many handicapped children are 
"being served in each of the following special education 
program ccoinpgnents: ^ 

(a) regular , class with special consultant 

(b) regular class with itinerant teacher 

(c) resource room . 

(d) part-time special' education class 

(e) full-time special education class 

(f) special day school 

(g) homebound * . 

(h) residential school* 

(i) hospital 

"3. In each state, how many children are not receiving educational 
services in each of the disability categories cited in 
question B-1? \ 



C. TOTAL CCKTS. 



i 



1. In each state, what is- the .total public cost for the education^ 
of handicapped children in ea ch of the disability categories 
cited in B-1? \ 

2. In each state, what is the total public cost for the education 
of handicapped children in each disability category in each 

of the special education program coraponents cited in question B 

3. In each state, what is the total public cost for the education 
of handicapped children for each of the disability categories 

' in each of the f ollovring cost areas : 

(a) Instruction - \ 

Teachers 
Teacher Aides 

(b) Instructional Support 

Support, Equipment, and Materials 
Guidance and Counseling , 

Other, such as speech therapists, social works, et 

(c) Management 

^Administration 
Clerical and Secretarial 
(•d) Transportation 

(e) Services , ' 

Health 
Food 

(f) Institutional Operations 

Operation and Maintenance 

Fringe Benefits 

Other 
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14-. In eachi state, what are the totaLl public costs for the 
education of non-handicapped children in each of the same 
cost categories cited in question C-3? 

5. In each state, what .is the per pupil excess cost for the 
education of handicapped children over the cost for the 
education of non-haAdicapped^ children in each of the 
disability categorizes for each of the cost categories? 

6. Defins excess cost for each of the disability categories 

in each of the states (i.e. unat is the composition of that 
excess cost)? 

7. Reconimend" excess cost categories and what should be the 
parameters of subh c^tdgories? 

8. Since states reimburJle |local school districts in many ways 
. (unit funding, strai^il sum, exces^^st, etc.), please 

detail for the Commiti^?^ how each" state's reimbxirseraent 
mechanism works and ei:p^ whether >it As possible based 
upon the various rundin| reimbursement mechanisms to 
determine„tru„e excess Ici^sts.. - - - 

^ I ■ ~; 

We appreciate the cooperd-t|ion of th^ Ilepartmcnt in this matter 
and -offer whatever assistance What we can provide in^answering these 
questions.. Thank you. \\ ^ - 

/ " " " - -- - \l 
With every best vdsh, we a^^e 





Sincerely yours, 
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QUESTIONNAIRE SUBMITTED TO SURVEYED STATES: 



.37 



ERIC 



Stitc -^^^ 

Number of persons, PTE's of totil petsons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
schools and other local and state, operated faciUties, school year 1972-73. 

Position to be^rccoided in this talile: SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS 
Secondary classification for data to be recorded in this table: NONE 

Instructions: 1 . Indicate by an '^X" each datum not available. c a . t ^ 

2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not eq^ual the sum of the detail. . , ,u a , 

3 Heasc attach to this table expUnations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the daU. 



1 ■ 


SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS 


PTE's* of . 
total persons 


Aggregate 

expenditures 
for salaries 


Type of handicapped pupil 


Total 
person* 


Full-time 


Part-time 


(if daUare 
available) 


TOTAL (Unduplicated 
count of persons in 
position) 




- 








SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 








- 




TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 








^ — f 




SPEECH IMPAIRED 












HARD OF HEARING 








] 




DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












BtIND ^ 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 






- r~ 






' MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 




" •r 








OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 










J 



iy Fun-time equivUnts of tot.l pcr«ns i. the total of full-time per«n» and the full-time equivalent, of part-time person.. 



6( 



Sttte_ 

Number of persons, FT^'s.of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
schools and other local and sUte operated facilities, school year 1972-73, 

Position to be recorded in this table: SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS 

Secondary classificatibii for data to be recorded in this table: CERTIFIED IN SPECIAL EDUCATION 

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an "X" each datum notaviilible. 

2, The (undupUcatcd) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. 

3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 





SPEa AL EDUCATION TEACHERS 


PTE's* of 
total pertonf 
(if data are 
available) 


Afgrepte 

A VO^Mt.fl I VMM 

expenoiiur^ 
^ for salaries 


taught or aerved 


Total 
persons 


FuU'time 


Part-time 


TOTAL (UndupUcatcd 
count of persons in • 
position) 












SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 




• 








TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUC ABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLy DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 

V 












SPEECH IMPAIRED 












HARD OF HFARTNG 












" DEAF 












. PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












BLIND 4 












ORTH0PEDICALLY , 
HANDICAPPED 












MULTIPLE HANDiq^PPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 

\. 




/ 









jy Full-time equiwlents of tot.l peraoni ii the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons. 
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state. 



Number of persons, PTE's of total persons, gnd aggregate salaries of professional staff serving theJiandicapped in local public 
schools and other local an<istate operated facilities, school year 1 972-73. > <^ . ^ 

Position to be recorded in'this table: SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS . 

Secondary classification for data to be recorded in this table: IN LOC^L EDUCATION AGENCIES PAYING SALARY 
- DIFFERENTIALS TO SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS 

Instructions: 1 . Indicate by an "X" each datum not available. 

„ * 2. The (uhdupUcated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. 

' 3. Please atUch to this Ublc explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 



Type of handicapped pupil 


SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS 


FTE's^ ef 
totil penoRS 

/If 

(11 data are 
arailable] 


Aggregate 

expenditurei 
for salaries 


taught or served 


Total ^ 
pervom 


FuU-time 


Part-tinrw 


TOTAL (Undu^ipted ^ 
t^unt of Denons in 
position) 












SPVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 












TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RFTARDED 




■ r- 








Fni ir ART F MENTALLY 
RETARDED 










1 


EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












TFARN!>JG DISABLED 




1 


1 ^ 


^ 




^P^FjTH IMPAIRED 












HARD OF HEARING 












DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












BLIND 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 












' MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 













jy FuU-time equivalents of total peraons is the total of full-time persons and the fulMime equivalents of part-time pcrfons.. 



state. • 

Number of persons, PTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional 
schools and othd local and state operated" facilities, school year 1972-73. 



staff serving the handicapped Ln local public 



Position to be recorded m this table: SPEECH THERAPISJS 



Instructions: 1 . Indicate by an "X" each datum not available. 

2. The (undupUcated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. 

3. Please attach .to this table explaniUons of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 



Type of handicapped pupil 
taught or served ' 


SPEECH THERAPISTS 


PTE's ^ of 
total pefsont 
(if data are . 
available) 


Aggregate 

expenditures 
for salaries 


Total 
peftoiw 


Full-time 


Part-time 

%- 


TOTAL (UndupUcated 
count of persons in 
position) * . 










* 


SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 






'i!'. 






TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 




* 






t 


SPEECH IMPAIRED 












HARD OF HFARING 












DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












BLIND 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 












MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 






1* 






OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 













1/ FuU-time equivalents of total personf it the toUl of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons. 
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Number of person?, PTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1*972-73. 



Position to be recorded in this table: PSYCHOLOGISTS 



Instructions: I . Indicate by an **X" each datum not available. 

• , 2. The (unduplicated) toUl row below may not equal the sum of the detail. 

3. Pfcase attach to this Uble explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the daU. 



J " 

Type of handicapped pupil 


PSYCHOLOGISTS 


FTE's^ of 
total persons^ 
(11 oaia are 
available) 


Affregate 

expenditures 
for salaries 


taught or aerved 


Total 
persons 


Full-time 


Part-time 


TOTAL (Unduplicated 
count of persons in • ; 
position) ^ . 












SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 










i 


TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 












SPEECH IMPAIRED 












HARD OF HEARING 












DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












BUND 














ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 












MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 













]J Full-time equivalents of total perKJns is the toUl of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons. 



State. 



Number of persons, PTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-7 J. 

- Position to be recorded in this table: EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS 

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an "X",each datum not available. 

2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail, 
i 3.~^ease attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 



Type of handicapped pupil 
taught or served 


EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS 


PTE's ^ of 
total persons 
(if data are ^ 
available) 


* 

Aaregate 
expenditures 
for salaries 


Total 
persona 


FuD-time 


Part-time 


TOTAL (Unduplicated 
count of persons in 
position) 












SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY • 
RETARDED 










* 


TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED ^ 












SPEECH IMPAIRED 












HARD OF HEARING 












DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












* BUND 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 












MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED ' 













\J FuU-timc equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons. 
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State. 



Number of persons, PTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1 972-73. 

Pbsition to be recorded in this table: SCX:iAL WORKERS 



Instructions: 1. 5ndicate by an "X" each datum not avi^ilable, 

2 the (undupUcated)tourrow below may not equal the sum of the detaiU 

3 Please attach to this Uble cxplanntions of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 



Type of handicapped popil 
taught or served 



TOTAL (UndupUcatfld 
count of persons in 
position) 



SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 



TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 



EDUC ABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 



EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 



LEARNING DISABLED 



SOCIAL WORKERS 



Total 
persons 



Full-time 



Part-time 



PTE's ^ of 
total persons 
(if data are 
aviulable) 



Aggregate 
expenditures 
for salaries 



SPEECH IMPAIRED 



HARD OF HEARING 



DEAF 



PARTIALLY SIGHTED 



BUND 



ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 



MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 



OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 



ERIC 



1/ Full-time equivalents of total ptnom is the toUl of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons. 



State. 



Number of persons, PTE's of total persons, and ai^gate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
school* and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-73. v . , \ 

Position to be recorded in this table: OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS . 



Instructions: 1 . Indicate by an **X** each datum not available. 

2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. 

3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 



Type of handicapped pupil 
taught or aerved 


OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS 


PTE's* of 
total persons 
(if 'data are^ 
availat^le) 


Aggregate 

expenditures 
for salaries 


Total 
personf 


Full-time 


Part-time 


TOTAL (Unduplicated 
count of persons in 
position) 












SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 












TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 












SPEECH IMPAIRED 












' HARD OF HEARING 


A— 










DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












BLIND 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 












MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 













\J Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the fuUrtime equivalents of part-time persons. 



Stttc_ 



Number of pcrtons, PTE's of total persons, and aggregate^salarics of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1 972-73. 

Position to be recoiled in this tabl^: PHYSICAL THERAPISTS / 



Instructions: 1. Indicate by an "X" each datum not available. c.u a . i 

2 The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. , ^ . 

3' Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to mterpret the daU. 



Type orhandicapped pupil 
taufht or aerved 



PHYSICAL THERAWSTS 



Total 
persons 



Full-ttme 



Part-time 



PTE's' of 
total persons 
(if data are 
available) 



Afgregate 

expendituref 
for ularies 



TOTAL (Unduplicated 
count of pcraona in . 
portion) 



SEVERELY/PROPOUNDLY 
RETARDED 



TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 



EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 



EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 



LEARNING DISABLED 



SPEECH IMPAIRED 



HARD OP HEARING * 



DEAP 



PARTIALLY SIGHTED 



BUND 



ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 



MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 



OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 



17 PuU-timp equivalents of total per«n. is the total of fuIWime per«>ns and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons. 



state. 



Number of persons, FTE*s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public 
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1 972-73. 

Position to be recorded in this table: ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF 



Instructions: 1 . Indicate by an "X" each datum not available. 

2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. * 

3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the da^a. 



1 

Type of handicapped pupil 
Uufht or served 


ADMINISTRATIVE ST AFP 


PTE's' of 

(if data are 
available) 


Aggregate 

expenditures 
for salaries . 


Total 
persona 


FuD-time 


Part-time 


TOTAL (Unduplicated 

count of persons in 

position) 












SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED 












TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 












SPEECH IMPAIRED 












HARI> Of HEARING 












DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












BLIND 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 












MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 













XJ Full-time equivalent* of total persons is the toUl of full-time persons and the/u|^time equivalents of part-time persons. 
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state 

Number of persons, PTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional sUff serving the handicapped in locai public 
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-73. 

Petition to be reconied in this table: OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF SERVING HANDICAPPED PUPILS (Specify) ^ 



Instructions: 1 . Indicate by an "V each datum not available. ^ * 

2 The (qndupiicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. , . 

3 Please attach to thU table cxpUnations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the daU. 





OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF 
SERVING HANDICAPPED PUPILS 
(Specify) 


FTE's^ of 
toUl persons 
(if data are 
available) 


Aggregate 

* expenditures 
for salaries 


Type of handicapped pupil 
taught or served 


Total 
persons 


Full-time 


fart-time 


TOTAL (Unduplicatod 
count of persons in 
pocition) 












SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDED / 












TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 












SPEECH IMPAIRED 












HARD OF HEARING 












DEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 






< 






BLIND 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 








V — 




MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 
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±1 FuU-time equivalent, of total person, i, the toUl of full-time.pe«on, and the full-time equivalent, of part^ime perKjnv 

•:" 47 " 



SUte . 

y Number of persons, FTE*s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in Io(-al public 
schools and other local and state operated facilities,, school year 1972-?3. 

Position to be recorded in this table: PARAPROFESSIONAL STAFF SERVING HANDICAPPED PUPILS 

■t ■ ■ 

Inttmctlons: 1 . Indicate by an "X" each datum not available. 

2. The (unduplicatcd) total row below may not equal the «um of the detail. 

3. Please attach to th» tabic explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 



TViM of liflfidicsnDed Duuii 
taught or served 


PARAPROFESSIONAL STAFF 
SERVING HANDICAPPED PUPILS 


PTE's* of 
total persons 
(if data are 
available) 


Aggregate 

expenditures 
for salaries 


Total 
pefsons 


Full-time 


Part-time 

^ 


TOTAL (UndupUcated 
count of persons in 
position) 












SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY 
RETARDteD 


» 


V 








TRAINABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED j 




t 








EDUCABLE MENTALLY 
RETARDED 












EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 












LEARNING DISABLED 












SPEECH IMPAIRED 




» 


■ 3 






HARD or HEARING 












PEAF 












PARTIALLY SIGHTED 












iii 

BLIND ^ 












ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 












MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED 












OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED 













1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons, 
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state. 



Number of persons PTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of profe^onai and nonprofctsional staff serving regular pupils 
in local pubUc schools and other local and state operated faciUties, by positiq,n,:,school year 19'^>73. 



Instructions: 1 . Indicate by an "X'* each datum not available: ( 

2, Tlie (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. \ 

3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. 

















Nunijer of persons in,po«ition* \ 


FTE's^ of 
total persons 
(if data are 
available) * 


Ag^gate 


Type of position 


Total 
persons 


Full-iime 


Part-tjmc 


expcWitures 


TY^TAI /iinHii nil ratwl oount 

of persons in professional 
positions 












TEACHERS OF REGULAR PUPILS 
























COUNSELORS 








* r- 




ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF 


< 










OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF 
(specify) 










» 


^ ^5 

OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF 
(specify) 












OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF 
(specify) 












OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF 
(specify) 












PARAPROFESSIONALS 













^Full-time equivalentsXjf total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons. 
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Other statistics of regular pui^ils in locally and state operated public schools and institutions, school yeaXl972-1973« 



1/ 



Pupa mcmbeTship ;in ichpols and insii<|utions operated by 
local (xlucation^a^encles, iiitcrmcdiate units, and State 
agencies, school yeflt 1972-1973. (ExcWe bandicap^pcd 
impils.) V 



Expenditures dij^ring scihool year 1 972-1973 for transportation. 




state. 



Expenditures for transportation and for .pecial supplies, materials, and equipment for handicapped pupils, 1972-1973/ 
Instructions: 1 1 Indicate by an "X" each datum not available. ^ 

2. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret this statistical 



report. 



ERIC 



Type of Handicap 


Transportation 


Special supplies, 
materials, and equipment 


TOTAL EXPENDITURES 






« ■■ 

SEVERELY AND 

PROFOUNDLY 

RETARDED 






TRAINABLE 
MENTALLY 
RETARDED 






EDUCABLE / 

MENTALLY 

RETARDED 






EMOTIONALLY 


■ ■ 




LEARNING 






/ <;PFFPH 
/ IMPAIRED 






/ HARD OF ^ ♦ 
/ HEARING 






nF A F 




\ 
• 


PARTIALLY 
SIGHTED 




• 


BLIND 






ORTHOPEDICALLY 
HANDICAPPED 






MULTIPLE ^ 
HANDICAPPED iP^ 
. • 




1 


OTHER HEALTH 

. IMPAIRED X 

\ 




1 
i 

1 
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State_ L ^ . • 

Expenditures for handicapped pupils in programs in reimbursed public, nonpublic and out-of-State special schools and institu- 
tions.! 972-73, - 

Instructions: 1. Indicate byjin "X** each datum not available. J ' 

^ 2. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret this statistical report. 



^Type of (landicap 


Total 
reimbursed 
expenditures! 

(a) 


Reimbursed 

expenditures 
(educational)^ 
(b) 


Reimbursed 
therapeutic 
expenditures^ 

(c) 


Reimbursed 

mnin xnd 1 

Ol IVI ^ 

.j^ board 
expenditures^ 

m 


TOTAL 

EXPENDITURES 

SEVERELY AND 

PROFOUNDLY 

RETARDED 

TRAINABLE 
MENTALLY 
RETARDED 

V 

EDUCABLE 
MENTALLY 
RETARDED 

EMOTIONALLY 
DISTURBED 

LEARNING 
DISABLED 

SPEECH 
IMPAIRED 

HARD OF 
HEARING 

DEAF 

PARTIALLY 
SIGHTED 

Ablind 

/orthopedically 
handicapped 

multiple 

* HAffpiCAPPED 

OTHER HEALTH 
^ IMPAIRED 








* 








9- 





















• 


* 

— 
























4 




3 

























\ 


























4 







II Total is the sum of columns (b), (c ), and (d). 

21 typically reimbursed by the State Education Agency (oj- LEA). yOften. the institution bills the SEA (LEA)Tor a tuition 
expense. ' V • 

t 

3/ Includes physical therapy, psychotherapy, occupational therapy, social services etc.. when provided by the reimbursed 
institution, regardless of the State agency. which reimburses such costs. 

4/ Typically for children in a residential insti tut ion. regard less of the State agency which reimburses such costs. 
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Type of handicap 


Total 
diagnosed 
pupils 


Number of pupils receiving 
special instruction or.services^ 
(separate [special] classes, special 
instrucHon by regular classroom teachers 
and individualized special instruction or 
assistance by specialized 
prrofessional personnel) 


Number of pupils who \yere 
diagnosed but not receiving services 
(on waiting list for service, or. did not 
receive service for other reasons) 


Total number of 
h^indicapped pupils 








Severely and 
f profoundly retarded 




t \ 




Trainable mentally 
retarded 




\ 






]Edu cable mentally 
retarded 










Emotionally 
disturbed 










1 /^arnintt 
disabled 




^ ■- 




Speech 
, impaired 








' Hard of 
hearing 








1 Deaf 








Partially 
sighted 








Blind 


> 






Ort ho Ded i cal Iv 

na n'Q 1 ca p pt;u 








Multiple 
handicapped 








Other health 
impiiired 




<> 








GPO ••••441 



Notes- 1 Indicate by an "X" data not available. ' -...t.^^jr th^ Auti 

2. Please attach to thi. table explanation of special circumstances necessary to ,nterpr# the data. 



